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REMARKS 

Claims 1, 3 and 5-9 are now present in this application. 

Claims 1 # 3 and 5-9 have been amended and claims 2 and 4 have 
been cancelled without prejudice or disclaimer. Reconsideration of 
the application, as amended, is respectfully requested. 

Claim 7 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, 2 nd paragraph. 
This rejection is respectfully traversed. 

In view of the forgoing amendments, the claims should 
particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter of 
the instant invention. Reconsideration and withdrawal of this 
rejection are respectfully requested. 

Claims 1 and 7-9 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 as being 
unpatentable over Chen USP 6,3 98,2 98 in view of the Stockil, US RE 
20,384 and Radke et al . , USP 3,279,849. This rejection is 
respectfully traversed. 

In view of the incorporation of limitations from claims 2 and 
4 into claim 1, it is respectfully submitted that this rejection 
should now be overcome . 

In addition, claims 2-6 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 as 
being unpatentable over Chen in view of Stockil and Radke et al . 
and further in view of Freeh, USP 2,694,438. This rejection is 
respectfully traversed. 

Initially, it is noted that the Examiner proposes modifying 
the rocking chair of Chen to have arms which engage a stop as 
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taught by Stockil. It is respectfully submitted that there is no 
motivation in the prior art for such a modification. The Examiner 
alleges that the motivation would be the elimination of the third 
cross bar to save cost and assembly time. However, such a 
motivation itself is not taught in the prior art. The Examiner has 
instead reconstructed the prior art in view of the teachings of 
Applicants disclosure. 

Nonetheless, independent claim 1 now also recites both the 
head support member and the leg support member. The Examiner has 
utilized the additional reference to Freeh to teach these elements. 
However, Freeh does not teach both a head support member and a leg 
support member. As seen in Fig. 5 of this patent, only a head 
support member is taught. The feet 9 and 4 of Freeh are not leg 
support members but merely legs to the chair. Thus, the teaching 
of the particular head support member and leg support member as 
claimed in the present application is neither suggested nor 
rendered obvious by the prior art utilized by the Examiner. The 
dependent claims 3, 5 and 6 further define these features. 
Nonetheless, it is respectfully submitted that independent claim 1 
is neither suggested nor rendered obvious by the prior art utilized 
by the Examiner. Accordingly, it is respectfully requested that 
all 35 U.S.C. 103 rejections should now be reconsidered and 
withdrawn. 
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A favorable reconsideration and an early Notice of Allowance 
are earnestly solicited. 

Because the additional documents cited by the Examiner have 
been included merely to show the state of the prior art and have 
not been utilized to reject the claims, no further comments 
concerning these documents are considered necessary at this time. 

In the event there are any outstanding matters remaining in 
this application, the Examiner is invited to contact the 
undersigned at (703)205-8000 in the Washington, D.C. area 

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. §§ 1.17 and 1.136(a), Applicant (s) 
respectfully petition (s) for a two (2) month extension of time for 
filing a reply in connection with the present application, and the 
required fee of $210.00 is attached hereto. 

If necessary, the Commissioner is hereby authorized in this, 
concurrent, and future replies, to charge payment or credit any 
overpayment to Deposit Account No. 02-2448 for any additional fees 
required under 37 C.F.R. §§ 1.16 or 1.17; particularly, extension 
of time fees. 



Respectfully submitted, 



BIRCH, STEWART, KOLASCH & BIRCH, LLP 




P.O. Box 747 | 
Falls Church, VA 22040-0747 
(703) 205-8000 
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